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Slgned,

Your Narne;

71 75329627 P,r

ocT 01 z0t8

FCC Mailroom

As a ta:<payer, and a fre conference callingclierrt, I ask you to please reconsider
asting on wc Docket No. 1&155, My free conference calling services art currently at
fsk.of 

being completely eliminated and costing mi rnillions of others and our
DU$nesses"

I arn urging lms to refrain from eliminating servims that I and millions of other
Americans ilse regularly,

Long-distance carrierc will not be negativoly affected, financially or otherwis€, if freeconference calling services are left alane, tn fact, they stand to gain upwards of $g0million.
However, if the FCc does decide to remsve these serviceq I and milliors sf otherAmerican citizens and American businesses will be irnmediately and negativelyaffected" we will no longer he able to u$e the* services for free and will instead beforced to pay for conferencing services provided by the long-distance carriers if wewant to reach our non-profit organizations, our famiti*r, ou, churches, singing calls,news calls, prayer groups, support groups, board meetings, cornmittee rneetings,startups, schools, and glohal corporate communities and their farnilies,
widows and sther lonely individuals are finding comfort in this type of free

conference catrling.
Do not take away my free conference calling services and further tine the pockets ofmajor long-distance carriers.
I ask the Federal comrnunication commission to re&ain from proceedingwith itsrulenraking in WC Oocket No" 1g-1SS.

hte; ?- /-l - lN
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As a taxpayer. and a free conference calling client, I asl< you to please reconsider &"_
acting on WC Docket No. L8-155- My free conference calling services are currently at -eliren

ffi:,::H:: 
completely eliminated and costins me, rnillions of others and our 

Or, 
n"nhnou^.

t arn urging you to refrain from eliminating services that I and millions of other %^ 
OrrO*-'CleO,

Americans use regularly, -QArl^

Long-distance carriers will not be negatively affected, financially or otherurise, if free "bh
conference calling services are left alone- ln fact, they stand to gain upwards of S80
rnillion.

However, if the FCC does decide to remove these services, I and millions of other
American citizens and American businesses will be irnmediately and negatively
affected. We will no longer be able to use these services for free and will instead be
forced to pay for conferencing services provided by the long-distance carriers if we
want to reach our non-profit organizations, our families, our churches, singing calls,

news calls, prayer groups, support groups, board meetings, committee rneetings,
startupg schools, and globalcorporate communities and their families.

Widows and other lonely individuals are finding comfort in this type of free
conference calling.

Do not take away my free conference calling services and further line the pockets of
maior long-distance carriers.

I ask the Federal Comrnunication Comfiission to refrain from proceeding with lts
rulemaking in WC Docket No. 1&155.

-Da* len< Mr,-rn rrl6!tr-
Signed,
Your Na me: /CaJr!*vL>4"*r*q*- Date: ?* a 2-/6

Ac-lephon. + 7t"l- *r ?-?a+*
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,u'C Joci(et i'lurnber f8-155
Regardi-ng: Updating the lntercarui.er Jornpensation iieg

Ineluding conference calling services

,*re appreciate this service that was used to enhance our fartoing
practices. ff you proceed with this ruling, oulr group conferences
will basically end.

As a taxpayer, and a free conference calling client, I ask you to please reconsider

arting on WC Docket No. 18-155. My free conference calling services are c{.}rrently at

risk of being completely eliminated and costing me, millions of athers and our

businesses.
I am urging yor",r to refrain frorn eliminating services that I and millions of otlrer

An:ericans use regularly.

Lang-distance carriers will not be negatively affected, financially or otherwise, if free

conference calling services are left alone. ln fact, tl"ley stand to gain upwards of $80

mitlion.
However, if the FCC does decide to rernove these services, I and millions of other

American citizens and American businesses will be immediately and negatively

affected. We will no longer be abie to use these services for free and will instead be

forced to pay for conferencing services provided by the long-distance carriers if we

want to reach our ncn-profit orgarrizations, CIur families, CIur churches, singing calls,

news calls, prayer groups, support groups, board meetings, com,mittee meetings,

startups, schools, and glcbal ccrporate cornrrunities and their farnilies"

Widows and other lonely individuals are finding comfort in this type cf free

conference calling.
Do not take away my free conferen(e caliing services and further line the pockets bf

major long-distance carriers"
I ask the n on Commi n ta refrain from oceedi with its

rulemaking in WC Occket No. 155
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As a taxpayer, and a free conference calling client, I ask you to please reconsider f/Cl 0 1 ?-,,fiacting on WC Docket No. 18-155. My free conference calling services are currentlyEt

;;:,::Hf 
completelv eliminated and costinE ffi€, minioniof oth"r, and ou, FCC Mathoon

I arn urging you to refrain from eliminating services that I and millions of other
Americans use regularly.

Long-distance carriers will not be negatively affected, financially or otherwise, if free
conference calling services are left alone. ln fact, they stand to gain upwards of SaOrnillion.

However, if the Fcc does decide to remove these services, t aniiffins of other
Arnerican citizens and American businesses will be immediately and negatively
affected- we will no tonger be able to use these services for free and will instead be
forced to pay for conferencing services provided by the long-distance carriers if we
want to reach our non-profit organizations, our farnities, our churches, singing calls,
news calls, prayer groups, support groups, board rneetings, committee rneetinBs,
startups, schools, and global corporate communities and their families.

Widows and other lonely individuals are finding cornfort in this type of free
conference calling.

Do not take away my free conference calling services and further line the pockets of l
rnajor long-dista nce carriers.

I ask the Federal Communication Commission to refrain from proceeding with its
rulemaking in WC Docket No. 1g-155.

Signed,
Your Name ),u,

"1 
" ?o/gDate:

a i d,-(ss

"Jose f h \u. Obtl^h(,tfL<N
Gc Grn\ b r tL t?d Le cra- f* rt{?D
ft 7/j*Lfl-7q,)g



As a taxpayer, and a free cortfersnce celllng client, I ask you to please recon$ider
acting on WC Docket No. 18 155. My free conference elling services ar€ surrently et
risk of being corttpletely eliminated and coctinE ffiG, millions of otheru aod our
businesses.

I arn ur8ang You to refrain from eliminatinE gervices thet t and millions of other
Americans use regularly.

Long-distance cairiars witl rtot be negatively affected, financially or otherwise, if free
conferenEe calllng strulcds are left alone. ln fact, theystand ro gelfl upwards of $g0
million.

HowcYCr, if tht FCC does dmidE to reffrovE thEse servise+ I and rnilliqns of qthcr
Arnerican citizens and Amerlffin busin$ser will be immediately and neEativ€ly
affected- we wlll no longer be able to u$e thEse $srvice$ for free and will irrstead be
forced to Fay for conferencing seryices provldcd by the longrdistance carrieru tf we
want to reach our non-profit orflanizeuons, ourfamilies, our churches, singing calls,
news calls, prayer Eroups, support troups, boand ilr€etingc, committat mrctings,
startups, schools, and global corpqrate cummunliles and thetr famllles.

Widows and other lonely individuals are finding romfort in this type of tree
conferencs calllng.

Do not take away ffiV free cpnforence calling servicrs and further line the pockets of
rnejor lo ng-distan ce carrle rs.

I ask the Federel Cornmunicetion Commissiorr to refrain from proceeding rrrith lts
rulemaking in WC Docket No. 1&lSS,

Signed,
Your Name: Dste: ."
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As a tarpayer, and n fre+ confierence calling cllent, I asklmu to please reconslder
mting ort WC Docket No. 1&155. rlty free conference calllng seryices are cumently at
rlsk of being cornpletely elimlnated end costins fiHr millions of oilrers and eur
husinesses.

I em urEirrgysu to refrain frrcm eliminatlngservicesthat I and milliuns of other
Americans use rcgularly.

Long"distance r*rrient will not be rregefivelyaffected, finenclatly or othenrise, if free
confarence celling servlces are left alone. ln fact, they stand to gain upwerds of $gOmillion. :

HoweuBr, if the Fcc does decide to remove these geruhes, I and rnliliorrs of sfrher
American citirens and American husinesses will be immediately rnd negatively
affected. We will no longer be *ble to use thqse $ervlces forfree and ruiil instead be
forced to payfor confurencing serviees provided hy the long-distance carriers lf we
want to reach our non-proflt orBanizatlons, our farnilles, eur churches, singirrg calls,
ilews calls, prayer grpups, support groups, board meetinE+ committee rneetings,
startups, schook, and global corporate comrnunities and their families.

widows and other lonely individuats are finding comfort in this type of free
conference calllng.

Do not take away my fiee conference calling seruices arrd fu*her line the pockets of
rnajor long-dlstance carriers. 

'

I ask the Federal Cornmunication Cornmisslon to reftain fmm proceeding with its
rulemaking in WC Docket No.lE-185^

$igned,
Your Narne:
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As a tarpayer; and a free csrftrence cellingdienl I esk lou to please reconsideractingort wc Docket No" 1&155' My free corrt"r*nL cailing srrvicer arc cqrreflgy fitrisk sf beitie eompletHlr eliminated and costlng me. millkrns of otl*rs and our

I am urgingyou ts tefrain from eliminating sen i$es that I and mllllons of otherAmerlcans use reguiarly_
tongdistance carrlerc will not be negatively afftste4 financially or otherwise, if free

ffiilfrfr-e 
calhng services are left atone- ln flcr, rheysrnnd m g"in up$rards of g80

llowever, if the Fcc does deoldeto remoue these selices, I and milliorr of otherAmerican chltens and American businesseswlll he immediarely and neestivelyaffected' we uvill no longer be ahle to use these serrriees for free and will instead heforced to payfor conferencing services provlded hy the lorrydisrance carriers if wewaffi m reach our non-profit organtzation+ our familhs, our churches, singing mlrs,ileurs calls, preyergrqupu, tuppo.ttroupE, board meetings, cornmittee rneetingE,ffi.tupt, schools, and global corporate oommunities and their fumiltes-Wldsws and other lonely individuats Eru t"tire **f"rt in this type of fieeconferetce calling.
Do not take away my free conference calling services and further line the pockets ofInajor long-distance ca rriers.
I a* the Feder*l Communication comrntssion to re#aln frrom pmceedingwtth i*,rulemaHn$ in l,yc Bocl(et tUo. r8-rSi.
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Signed..
Your Narn

MARLIN FARMI^JALD PAGE AT/ET ,E'i

VUC Doc(et tvo, l#.l6s

As a taxpayer, and a free cortfereftce calling ctient, I ask you to FIeasE reconsideracting on wc oocket No- 1'8-155, My free conference calling servhes are currently atrisk of beirrg 
"orritetery eri rninated ina costing rne. miilions of odhers a nd ourbusinessgs. 

rr i' 'b' 'rrrrrrvrrr

I arn uriing ytru ttl nefrain from elirninatirrg services that I and rnillions of otherAmericens use regularly.
Long-distanee carriers will not be nEEativEly affected, financially or otherwise, if free'conference ralline services are refr atone. ,"i""i, ii*, iiiri *" gain upwards of gg0fnilllAn. -'rvt drs'rv rvEErrr uPwElIHs tlr i

However, if the FCC does decide to rernove these services, I and millions of otherAmerican qitizens End Amertcan huriinesses wilr be immadiatary;; ,ar;il;,, '
affected' we will no longer be able to use these senrices for free and wilt instead beforced to pay forconferenling seMces provldrd by the long"distance carrlers if r,vewant to reseh our non-profit or6aniaations, our familier, or. churches, singing calls,news calts, prayer Er?uqst SUpp'rt groups, hoard ,a*tirEu. aornmittee rneetings,startups' schools, and global corporate communfties and thetr famllles.widows and other ronery individuars are finding comfort in this type of freeconference calllng.

Do not take away rny free con{erente calling serviies and further line the pockets ofmalor long-distance cErrlers.
I ask the Federar cornmunication commission to refrain from proceeding with its

,rulemaking in WC Docket No. 18-155.
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September 10,2018

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 t2th Street, SW
Washington, District of Columbia 20554

RE

Dear Ms. Dortch,

Crrv oF BRYAN
The Good Life,'lexas Style)"

Olfice of the Mayor

Accelerating ll/ireline Broadband Deployment by Removing Barriers to
Infrastructure Investment, WC Docket No. I7-84; Accelerating Wireless
Broadbond Deployment by Removing Barriers to Infrastructure Investment, W
Docket No. 17-79

On behalf of the citizens of Bryan,. Jexqs, I write to express. its concerns about the Federal
Communicalio4s Commissipn'q,(F$Q) pigBq.:A Dgclq4toiy Rqiilg and Third Report and Order
regarding stdte and local goveJnanqelof smali cell #irel.ess .infrastructure deplovment.. ei ,,,t .,/. ..;! /. !iir.1..: .r "l;i,i,_.,.i . ",,._, :.:,

While we apprec.i'ate the fqc-:i, Jiflo.t. to'e1,guge with'
the FCC' s goui 

"f 
."ruring'the'growtk of iuiti"'g'-.4g.

on this issu.e and share
services for all Americans, we

remain deeply copgepgd a-b,o.u!,s!,{-e{al provisions of this proposal. Local governments have an

important responsibility to prote6tl'he health, safety and welfare of residents, and we are concerned
that these preemption measures compromise that traditional authority and expose wireless
infrastructure providers to unneces sary liability.

The FCC's proposed new collocation shot clock category is too extreme. The proposal designates
any preexisting structure, regardless of its design or suitability for attaching wireless equipment,
as eligible for this new expedited 60 day shot clock. When paired with the FCC's previous decision
exempting small wireless facilities from federal historic and environmental review, this places an
unreasonable burden on local governments to prevent historic preservation, environmental, or
safety harms to the community. The addition of up to thrEe cubic feet of antenna and 28 cubic feet
of additional equipment to a structure not originally designed to carry that equipment is substantial
and may necessitatg more review than the FCC has allowed in its proposal.

'Ihe FCC's proposed"definitioniof i'effective prohibition" is'oyerly broad. The draft report and
order proposes a definition of "effective prohibition" that invites challenges to long-standing local
rights of way requirements unless they meet a subjectivp. and unclear set of guidelines. While the
FCC may hhve intended to preserve ,local revlew, .this framing and definition of effective
prohibition opens local governments to the likelihood bfmore,'notlIss, Conflict and litigation ovei
requirements for aesthetics, spacing, and undergrounding.

P.O. Box 1000, Bryan, fexas 77805 . 979.209.5000 . uww.bryantx.gou



Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

Page2

The FCC's proposed recurring fee structure is an unreasonable overreach that will harm local
policy innovation. We disagree with the FCC's interpretation of "fair and reasonable
compensation" as meaning approximately $270 per small cell site. Local governments share the
federal government's goal of ensuring affordable broadband access for every American, regardless
of their income level or address. That is why many cities have worked to negotiate fair deals with
wireless providers, which may exceed that number or provide additional benefits to the
community. Additionally, the FCC has moved away from rate regulation in recent years. Why
does it see fit to so narrowly dictate the rates charged by municipalities?

We oppose the FCC's efforts to restrict local authority and stymie local innovation, while limiting
the obligations providers have to our community. We urge you to oppose this declaratory ruling
and report and order.

Sincerely,

Mayor

The Honorable John Cornyn, US Senator
The Honorable Ted Cruz, US Senator
The Honorable William Flores, US House of Representatives, District 17

Larry Meyers, Meyers & Associates

cc

P.O. Box 1000, Bryan, Tbxas 77805 . 979.209.5000 'uww.bryantx.goa


